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Table 2.  Male Student-Athletes Stereotype Trait-Adjectives Based on Proportions of 
Participants Assigning Trait Stereotypes to Group Categories 
 	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	 C	Aggressive	 0.72	 0.11	 0.16	 0.01	 457.76	 0.076	Bragging	 0.70	 0.19	 0.09	 0.03	 411.48	 0.016	Dominating	 0.77	 0.10	 0.11	 0.01	 545.72	 0.009	Egotistical	 0.60	 0.18	 0.19	 0.03	 262.34	 0.085	Hot-headed	 0.73	 0.11	 0.13	 0.03	 470.25	 0.046	Obnoxious	 0.56	 0.16	 0.27	 0.05	 181.43	 0.093	Popular	 0.66	 0.28	 0.03	 0.04	 237.65	 0.138	Tough	 0.63	 0.23	 0.11	 0.01	 324.97	 0.126		
Note.  Sample Size = 369.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 and contingency coefficient (C) 








Table 3.  Female Student-Athlete Stereotype Trait-Adjectives Based on Proportions of 
Participants Assigning Trait Stereotypes to Group Categories  
 	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	 C	Active	 0.32	 0.61	 0.04	 0.03	 332.17	 0.121	Disciplined	 0.26	 0.58	 0.10	 0.07	 237.65	 0.219	Energetic	 0.23	 0.63	 0.27	 0.09	 309.84	 0.238	Lively	 0.13	 0.62	 0.11	 0.15	 263.36	 0.258	Self-confident	 0.33	 0.51	 0.13	 0.03	 199.58	 0.282	Talented	 0.43	 0.50	 0.05	 0.02	 274.83	 0.096		
Note.  Sample Size = 369.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 and contingency coefficient (C) 





















Table 4.  Male Non-Athlete Student Stereotype Trait-Adjectives Based on Proportions of 
Participants Assigning Trait Stereotypes to Group Categories  
 	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	 C	Intellectual	 0.02	 0.16	 0.54	 0.29	 216.79	 0.387	Lonesome	 0.04	 0.17	 0.50	 0.30	 171.09	 0.341	Mathematical	 0.02	 0.05	 0.86	 0.07	 745.33	 0.457	Normal	 0.05	 0.13	 0.57	 0.26	 230.45	 0.316	Ordinary	 0.02	 0.13	 0.58	 0.27	 258.26	 0.374	Philosophical	 0.03	 0.09	 0.61	 0.27	 305.48	 0.281	Scientific	 0.01	 0.03	 0.84	 0.11	 700.17	 0.314	Wise	 0.05	 0.14	 0.54	 0.27	 195.87	 0.299		
Note.  Sample Size = 369.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 and contingency coefficient (C) 

















Table 5.  Female Non-Athlete Student Stereotype Trait-Adjectives Based on Proportions of 
Participants Assigning Trait Stereotypes to Group Categories  
 	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	 C	Artistic	 0.01	 0.10	 0.11	 0.78	 568.66	 0.045	Gentle	 0.01	 0.11	 0.07	 0.81	 626.61	 0.042	Sensitive	 0.01	 0.16	 0.06	 0.77	 547.69	 0.015	Shy	 0.01	 0.10	 0.26	 0.64	 349.75	 0.158	Soft-hearted	 0.01	 0.19	 0.05	 0.76	 531.15	 0.029	Thoughtful	 0.03	 0.19	 0.17	 0.61	 273.89	 0.088	Timid	 0.03	 0.19	 0.19	 0.59	 253.73	 0.107	Quiet	 0.02	 0.19	 0.23	 0.56	 227.46	 0.185		
Note.  Sample Size = 369.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 and contingency coefficient (C) 




















Table 6.  General Masculine Stereotype Trait-Adjectives Based on Proportions of Participants 
Assigning Trait Stereotypes to Group Categories  
 	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	 C	Crude	 0.45	 0.12	 0.38	 0.05	 167.14	 0.103	Immature	 0.41	 0.05	 0.52	 0.02	 277.65	 0.153	Inattentive	 0.43	 0.14	 0.35	 0.08	 122.22	 0.077	Smug	 0.43	 0.24	 0.29	 0.04	 220.58	 0.236		
Note.  Sample Size = 369.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 and contingency coefficient (C) 








Table 7.  General Feminine Stereotype Trait-Adjectives Based on Proportions of Participants 
Assigning Trait Stereotypes to Group Categories  
 	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	 C	Attentive	 0.07	 0.38	 0.21	 0.35	 90.24	 0.249	Cautious	 0.05	 0.34	 0.13	 0.48	 165.47	 0.096	Humble	 0.06	 0.43	 0.26	 0.30	 109.34	 0.317	Modest	 0.03	 0.42	 0.19	 0.37	 141.28	 0.317	Respectful	 0.05	 0.39	 0.20	 0.36	 107.04	 0.262	Sensible	 0.03	 0.27	 0.24	 0.47	 143.70	 0.244	Well-mannered	 0.05	 0.33	 0.20	 0.42	 112.25	 0.196		
Note.  Sample Size = 369.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 and contingency coefficient (C) 




















Table 8.  General Student-Athlete Stereotype Trait-Adjectives Based on Proportions of 
Participants Assigning Trait Stereotypes to Group Categories  
 	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	 C	Boisterous	 0.44	 0.32	 0.20	 0.04	 128.92	 0.206	Conceited	 0.46	 0.34	 0.11	 0.08	 148.71	 0.005	Outgoing	 0.24	 0.44	 0.19	 0.13	 79.88	 0.214	Quick	 0.46	 0.47	 0.05	 0.02	 269.84	 0.126	Vigorous	 0.42	 0.37	 0.18	 0.04	 136.14	 0.239		
Note.  Sample Size = 369.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 and contingency coefficient (C) 
























Table 9.  General Non-Athlete Stereotype Trait-Adjectives Based on Proportions of Participants 
Assigning Trait Stereotypes to Group Categories  
 	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	 C	Clumsy	 0.04	 0.07	 0.32	 0.57	 263.58	 0.009	Educated	 0.02	 0.19	 0.46	 0.32	 154.44	 0.367	Inquisitive	 0.04	 0.24	 0.40	 0.32	 105.50	 0.354	Intelligent	 0.04	 0.20	 0.49	 0.27	 151.88	 0.381	Literary	 0.01	 0.13	 0.31	 0.55	 239.03	 0.196	Smart	 0.04	 0.22	 0.45	 0.30	 131.46	 0.376	Studious	 0.04	 0.18	 0.31	 0.47	 150.86	 0.190		
Note.  Sample Size = 369.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 and contingency coefficient (C) 
above .185 are statistically significant (p <.0007).  Significant C values are also presented in 
bold. 
 
 Traits Not Assigned to a Category. Nine of the adjectives assessed (12.5%) did not have 
proportions that differentiated enough between two or fewer groups to be placed within a single 
category or a general category. These adjectives were meek, bright, impressionable, sociable, 
fault-finding, self-concerned, realist, broad-minded, and vain. Three of the nine adjectives were 















Table 10.  Non-Categorized Trait-Adjectives Based on Proportions of Participants Assigning 
Trait Stereotypes to Group Categories  
 	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	 C	Bright	 0.03	 0.33	 0.31	 0.33	 98.13	 0.383	Broad-minded	 0.11	 0.21	 0.47	 0.22	 102.77	 0.300	Fault-finding	 0.17	 0.28	 0.23	 0.32	 17.53	 0.038	Impressionable	 0.18	 0.40	 0.19	 0.23	 47.53	 0.146	Meek	 0.07	 0.25	 0.25	 0.43	 91.61	 0.143	Realist	 0.05	 0.24	 0.49	 0.22	 148.52	 0.425	Self-concerned	 0.24	 0.37	 0.20	 0.18	 32.49	 0.112	Sociable	 0.19	 0.42	 0.20	 0.20	 53.43	 0.190	Vain	 0.42	 0.26	 0.21	 0.11	 75.54	 0.029		
Note.  Sample Size = 369.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 and contingency coefficient (C) 



















































Table 11.  Reliability Analyses for Typicality of Stereotype Ratings	
 Grouping	 Athlete	 Non-Athlete	Male	Student-Athlete	 0.983	 0.932	Female	Student-Athlete	 0.948	 0.668	Male	Non-Athlete	Student	 0.903	 0.885	Female	Non-Athlete	Student	 0.939	 0.890	Athletic	 0.907	 0.688	Non-Athletic	 0.861	 0.916	Masculine	 0.755	 0.677	Feminine	 0.839	 0.887		
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Name (print): _______________________________________________ 
 
 
University ID number:  ___   ___   ___   ___   ___   ___   ___   ___   ___     
   (middle 9 digits) 
 
  NetID:  ____________________________________ 
 
 
     Age:    __________ 
 
 
            Gender:  male  female 
 
 
Year in School: freshman       sophomore       junior       senior 
 
 








Ethnic/cultural identity: African American Asian American Hispanic American 
     
    Native American White/European American 
 

































Included with this answer sheet are a set of 72 adjectives.  
Divide the adjectives into four  groups of 18 cards that best 
describe the four categories described below.  Please write 
the code for each adjective you choose for each occupation in 






































































	 Student-Athletes	 Non-Athlete	Students	 	Trait	 Male	 Female	 Male	 Female	 χ2	Philosophical	 	 	 	 	 						M	 0.02	 0.11	 0.55	 0.32	 6.241						F	 0.04	 0.07	 0.65	 0.24	 	Thoughtful	 	 	 	 	 						M	 0.03	 0.25	 0.22	 0.50	 12.847						F	 0.03	 0.15	 0.14	 0.68	 	Intelligent	 	 	 	 	 						M	 0.06	 0.16	 0.47	 0.31	 5.461						F	 0.03	 0.23	 0.50	 0.24	 	Respectful	 	 	 	 	 						M	 0.07	 0.43	 0.23	 0.27	 7.293						F	 0.03	 0.27	 0.22	 0.48	 	Sensible	 	 	 	 	 						M	 0.03	 0.27	 0.22	 0.48	 0.193						F	 0.03	 0.27	 0.24	 0.46	 	Educated	 	 	 	 	 						M	 0.02	 0.16	 0.46	 0.36	 2.765						F	 0.03	 0.21	 0.47	 0.29	 	Self-concerned	 	 	 	 	 						M	 0.20	 0.36	 0.23	 0.21	 3.129						F	 0.26	 0.38	 0.19	 0.17	 	
 
Note.  Sample Size: M = 143; F = 226.  Chi-square ( 2) values above 11.5 are statistically 








Note.  Sample Size = 125. All p values are significant at the p < 0.001 level. MSA = male 
student-athlete; FSA = female student-athlete; MNAS = male non-athlete student; FNAS = 
female non-athlete student; M = masculine; F = feminine; A = athletic; NA = nonathletic.		 	




APPENDIX M: EFA OF STEREOTYPICALITY RATINGS 








Educated	 -0.236	 0.707	Well-Mannered	 -0.291	 0.707	Soft-Hearted	 -0.601	 0.671	Respectful	 -0.186	 0.658	Cautious	 -0.522	 0.625	Broad-Minded	 -0.392	 0.601	Realist	 -0.239	 0.571	Inquisitive	 -0.251	 0.557	Crude	 0.570	 -0.494	Immature	 0.619	 -0.595	Vain	 0.675	 -0.534	Inattentive	 0.347	 -0.306	Normal	 -0.397	 0.428	Attentive	 0.022	 0.440	Fault-Finding	 0.345	 0.048	Note.		Sample	Size	=	125.		Factor	Analyses	using	Principle	Axis	Factoring	and	Oblique	rotations.		
